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Chapter 1. Introduction 
¢ƘŜ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ IƛƭƭǎƛŘŜ όCƛƎǳǊŜ мύ ƛǎ ŀ ŘƛǾŜǊǎŜ ŀǊŜŀ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ƻŦ 

tǊƻǎŜƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘΦ Lǘ Ŧŀƭƭǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƧǳǊƛǎŘƛŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ tǊŀƎǳŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ у ŀƴŘ 

9. Prague 8, with its 100,000 inhabitants, is very densely populated (CZSO, n.d.). Prague 9 houses 

43,000 inhabitants (Maps of Prague, n.d.) which is intermediate for Prague. Land use ranges from 

dense forests to residential neighbourhoods. Since the area is bordered by busy roads and a train 

track, it is relatively isolated from the rest of the city. This isolation and slope of the landscape make 

±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ŀ ǎǳƛǘŀōƭŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƻ ǊŜǘǊŜŀǘ ŦǊƻƳ Ŏƛǘȅ ƭƛŦŜΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜ Ƙŀǎ Ƴŀƴȅ ƴŜƎƭŜŎǘŜŘ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ 

and poor accessibility in some parts. Our aim is to define opportunities and threats for the future of 

ǘƘŜ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜΦ  

This is done by means of spatial data, policy reports, interviews, observations and questionnaires. 

The general methodology is described in the synthesis report. The key research findings regarding 

ǘƘŜ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜ ŀǊŜ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŜ ŘƛǾƛŘŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘǿƻ Ƴŀƛƴ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΥ 

environment and organisation. Environment concerns three layers, which are explained in the 

methodology. The organisation part of this report elaborates on the governance of the urban 

environment: policies, stakeholders, public perception and management. The third chapter includes 

the SWOT analysis and scenarios.  

 

Figure 1Φ !ŜǊƛŀƭ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘ ƻŦ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅΣ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜ ŘŜlineated in yellow (ESRI, 2016) 
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Figure 3. Water retention pond 

Chapter 2. Key Research Findings  
2.1 Environment 

2.1.1 Physical Characteristics 

 
Figure 2. Landslide sites (WebGIS Server Praha, 2016) 

Geomorphology and hydrology 

The south-facing slope of the Vyǎƻőŀƴȅ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǊƛǾŜǊ ŜǊƻǎƛƻƴ όLƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ мрύΦ 

Annex 5.1.1 ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘƻǳǊ ƭƛƴŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǎǘŜŜǇ ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ 

sides have a gentler slope. The top of the hillside is made of sandstone. Due to river eǊƻǎƛƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƭƭΩǎ 

topsoil is placed on hard rock. Near the top, the transition between hard rock and sandstone is quite 

sharp. (Interview 15). Excavation of sandstone has made the subsoil less stable. Figure 2 shows the 

location of two areas that could possibly cause landslides, though they are stable in the current 

situation (WebGIS Server Praha, 2016). Forest cover on the 

steep slopes provide erosion-control.  

The sharp transition between sandstone and rock causes 

small springs to well up at the upper part of the hillside. A 

pond is located at the top of the hill (Figure 3). From here 

two streams flow downhill (Figure A in Annex 5.1.4). The 

Ƴŀƴȅ ƎǊŜŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƛƴ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ōǳŦŦŜǊƛƴƎ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ 

for water runoff, water infiltration and water retention 

(Interview 6, Interview 7). 

Ecology 

Protected areas - Figure 4 below shows the ecological protected areas and obstacles on the 

ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜΦ ±ȅǎƻőŀƴȅ ƘƛƭƭǎƛŘŜ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ ƻƴŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘΥ Ψ2ŜǊƴł ǊƻƪƭŜΩΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƻƭŘ 

orchard in hands of the municipŀƭƛǘȅΦ ¢ŜǊǊƛǘƻǊƛŀƭ {ȅǎǘŜƳ ƻŦ 9ŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ {ǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ό¢{9{ύ ƛǎ άŀ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ 

ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻƻƭ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƴƎ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜέ όDǀǊƴŜǊ ŀƴŘ YƻǎŜƧƪΣ нлммύ 

consisting of biocentres, bio-corridors and interactive elements. Our area contains three biocentres. 

The most western and the middle ones have the land use forest, except for a small private part in 

the south which is fenced off. The eastern one has the land use greenery. Although it is classified as 

a bio-corridor in policy documents, at the moment it does not provide any ecological value. 




















































